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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: In a series of conversations, the examiner told Ms. Dixon that the 
claims appeared to be free of the prior art but that claims 19 and 21 did not recite statutory subject matter as they are 
directed solely to computational and analysis (i.e. mental equivalent) steps. The examiner suggested several possible 
amendments to overcome this problem. In addition, the examiner suggested amendments to claims 23 and 24 to 
overcome rejections of record. Ms. Dixon stated that claim 23 intended to limit the entire molecular complex of claims 
19 and 22, wherein the binding pockets of the complex are also limited as set forth in claims 1 9 and 22. Ms. Dixon 
informed the examiner that applicants wanted more time to consider claim amendments and requested that a written 
office be sent. 
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